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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

• If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

1)^ Responsive to communication(s) filed on 05 AuQust 2003 , 
2a){3 This action is FINAL. 2b)IS] This action is non-final. 

3) n Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal nnatters. prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under £x parte Quay/e, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) 1^ Claim(s) 1-20 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) J is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) M Claim(s) 11-20 is/are allowed. 

6) S Claim(s) MO is/are rejected. 
?)□ Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) n Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) S The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) ^ The drawing(s) filed on 05 August 2003 is/are: a)S accepted or b)n objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
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2. D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. n Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Specification 

The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: page 4 of the 
specification fails to disclose the serial numbers and filing dates of the listed 
applications. Please replace (xx/xxx,xxx) and (xx/xx/xxxx) with the appropriate serial 
numbers and filing dates. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), 
by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a 
patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the 
invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty 
defined in section 351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application 
filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United States and 
was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1-4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Crow et a! (US 

Patent 6,538,665), hereinafter Crow. 

Regarding claim 1 , Crow teaches a method for playing media files, including providing a 
blackspace timeline (the time/chapter/display control of Fig. 3A), dragging a media object to the 
timeline, and playing the media (taught as the adding of media to a "drawer window" through 
drag and drop methods, and the subsequent playing of the media, at col. 9, lines 43-50). 
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Regarding claim 2, Crow teaches including providing a play cursor on the timeline, and 
clicking and dragging on the play cursor in a first direction to play the media and set the 
playback speed, taught as the dragging of a time marker on a time bar that displays a 
corresponding image frame related to the time "dragged" by the user, at coL 17, lines 52-60 and 
coL 18, lines 33-38. Crow further teaches the determination of drag speed for enabling different 
scrolling "velocities" through chapters and times, at col. 25, lines 15-28 and lines 44-50. 

Regarding claim 3, Crow teaches clicking and dragging on the play cursor in a second 
direction opposite the first direction to play the media backwards, taught as the ability to scroll in 
an up or down direction, at col. 25, lines 42-44. 

Regarding claim 4, Crow teaches the step of clicking on the time line to create a play 
cursor at the click point, taught as the ability to position time markers based on a "click", as seen 
in Fig. 8C. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as 
set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be 
patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious 
at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said 
subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention 
was made. 

Claims 5-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Crow and 



Moran et al (US Patent 5,717,869), hereinafter Moran. 
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Regarding claim 5. Crow has been shown to teach the use of a timeline for the playing 
and manipulation of media files. 

However, Crow fails to explicitly teach the use of gridlines spaced along the timeline to 
demarcate units of a parameter. Moran teaches the use of a timeline similar to that of Crow, as 
well as the use of gridlines to demarcate units of a parameter, as can be seen in Figs.. 6, 7, and 
9-12. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the 
teachings of Crow and Moran before him at the time the invention was made to modify the 
timeline of Crow to include the demarcation lines of Moran. One would have been motivated to 
make such a combination for the advantage of allowing a user to more easily view a relative 
parameter value (such as time) on a timeline. The examiner further contends that such lines 
are extraordinarily well known in the art in programs such as media players and editors. 

Regarding claim 6, Moran teaches the parameter units representing time, at Figs. 6, 7, 
and 9-12. 

Regarding claim 7, while Moran fails to explicitly teach the parameter units representing 
onscreen distance and length, the examiner contends that demarcation lines are extraordinarily 
well known in the art in programs such as media players and editors, and may be used to 
represent any parameters of interest, such as applicant's claimed onscreen distance and length. 

Regarding claim 8, Moran teaches clicking and dragging on the gridlines to rescale the 
timeline, at col. 21 , lines 31-36. 
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Regarding claims 9 and 10, while Moran fails to explicitly teach the gridlines including 
scale lines at regular intervals among the gridlines, such marks are notoriously well known 
(such as on mlers) and would have been obvious to implement in any timeline utilizing gridlines. 
Furthermore, Moran teaches the use of alphanumeric labels at Figs. 6, 7, and 9-12, and the 
examiner contends that applying such labels to regular intervals on a gridline is notoriously well 
known in the art. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

Claims 1 1-20 are allowed. The claims contain the limitation "providing a play rectangle, 
said play rectangle having a continuous rectangular perimeter formed as a continuous time line, 
and dragging a media object to the play rectangle, and playing the media". The closest relevant 
prior art, the Crow and Moran references, fail to teach "a continuous rectangular perimeter 
formed as a continuous time line" and a subsequent prior art search failed to produce any 
relevant results. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or eariier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Michael Roswell whose telephone number is (571) 272-4055. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8:30 - 6:00 M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kristine Kincaid can be reached on (571) 272-4063. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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